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SOCIALIST INTERNATIONAL MEETS IN BRUSSELS 





Brandt Remarks 
AU181536 Paris AFP in English 1517 GMT 18 Apr 85 


{Text] Brussels, April 18 (AFP) -- Leaders of the Socialist International (SI), 
representing parliamentary socialist parties of Western Europe, the United States, 
Japan, and Israel, favor a “constructive” response to the Soviet call for a freeze 
on Euromissile deployment, SI President Willy Brandt said here today. 


Mr Brandt, addressing a press conference after a two-day SI meeting, said: 


"It is our common conviction that proposals like those of Mr (Mikhail) Gorbachev should 
receive a constructive response.” 


The SI leaders, he said, had agreed “on the description of the seriousness of the 
present situation: Where in earlier times individuals could be killed, today mankind 
is facing annihiliation." 


No one at the meeting had supported the U.S. “star wars” project. Mr Srandt said. 


Others present at the meeting included Neil Kinnock (Britain), Yoshihiko Seki (Japan), 
Olof Palme (Sweden), and Bayard Rustin (United States). 


Sinowatz on Disarmament 
AU181430 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNC in German 18 Apr 85 p 1 


[Text] Brussels (APA) — Addressing party leaders of the Socialist International (S!) 
in Brussels on Wednesday {17 April] Socialist Party of Austria |SPOE] Chairman 
Chancellor Fred Sinowatz drew attention to the threat to security by “the systematic 
inclusion of space™ into the armament field. At the same time he appealed to the SI 
to adopt the leading role “in the struggle for the environment — a fundamental part 
of a well-understood comprehensive security policy." 


Commenting on statements by Finnish Prime Minister Kalevi Sorsa, SI vice president and 
chairman of the SI disarmament advisory council, about the latest developments in the 
armament sector and the lack of progress regarding disarmament efforts, Sinowatz said 
these were “questions of survival for all of us.” For Austria they are “even more 
important than for other countries in view of our geopolitical situation.” “Today 
Europe has become a continent of peace and no one in our countries today teels 
threatened by an external enemy,” the SPOF chairman said. But nevertheless this very 
part of the world has become “the biggest arms arsenal in the history of mankind.” 
Sinowatz called this arsenal of destruction a “sword of Damocles hanging over our 
heads." There is growing incomprehension and anxiety over this among all people, he 
said. 


Sinowatz then turned to ecological matters. Environmental destruction has acquired 
dimensions making it a primary problem from the security policy point of view, the 
SPOE chairman declared. It is a security problem because very real dangers for the 
supply of vital goods for mankind can result from the increasing shortage of resources 
and from approaching the limits of the burden the environment can withstand, he said. 


Moreover, he said, the destruction of the environment strongly affects political and 
economic stability and thus might “trigger military threats and even military inter- 
ventions.” 
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EUROPARLIAMENT APPROVES ANTI-S. AFRICA SANCTIONS 





AU181841 Paris AFP in English 1811 GT 18 Apr &5 


[Text] Strasbourg, April 18 (AFP) -- The European Parliament voted in favour of strict 
economic santions against South Africa for the first time here today. 


Three resolutions were passed by representatives o' the 10 member countries of the 
European Economic Community. 


One put forward by the Communists and passed on a show of hands asked the 10 to cut all 
economic, cultural and military links with the Pretoria government. It criticised 
“inhuman repression” by the white minority government, demanded the release of political 
prisoners and called for the United States to respect the United Nations embargo on the 
sale of weapons to South Africa. 


A resolution by the Parliament's Socialists wanted the EEC to ban impcrts of rands, the 
South African currency, and to stop exporting oil to South Africa and importing its 
coal. The scecialists, whose resolution was passed by 63 votes to 40 with two 
abstentions, called on member countries gradually to reduce trade links with Pretoria 
and phase out investments in South Africa. 


A more moderate resolution was put forward by the centre-right MPs and passed by 82 
votes to 15, with 10 abstentions. This condemned racial discrimination and the killing 
of South African blacks by the police during recent political violence. It also called 
for the release of political prisorers. 


European Commissioner Willy de Clerq said he shared the MPe" “feelings of horror” and 
said the EEC did not rule out any steps that would be efiective in bringing peace to 
South Aftica. But he added that the menber states must adopt a coumon attitude towards 
the Pretoria Government before the EEC itself could suggest solutions. 
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TEXT OF KOHL STATEMENT TO BUNDESTAG ON SDI 





DW180659 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 0703 GMT 18 Apr 85 
Speech by Chancellor Helmut Kohl to the Sundestag in Bonn -- live] 


[Text' Mr President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen, the Strategic Defense Initiative, 
SDI, of President Reagan will be the main issue in security policy in the years before 
us and influence most decisively East-West relations and also in a special way the rela- 
tions between the United States and Europe. 


In his 23 March 1983 speech, the U.S. President proposed to investigate whether it would 
be possible with the help of modern technology to become more independent from nuclear 
offensive weapons without endangering security. In a vision directed into the future, 
he countered the currently valid strategy of deterrence through the mutual ability to 
destroy one other with nuclear weapons with a model to ensure defense ability with non- 
nuclear weapons. 


Ladies and gentlemen, anyone who seriously desires a comprehensive reduction of nuclear 
weapons in the world and who harbors reservations against the strategy of nuclear 
deterrence should most carefully consider preventing war. [applause] Every option for 
getting away from using the menace of a nuclear holocaust as the final means to prevent 
war deserves conscientious examination. 


Even today, no one can judge with certainty whether the U.S. President's SDI will 

prove to be the way to drastically reduce and ultimately ban nuclear weapons. However, 
ladies and gentlemen, if this course proves to be practicable, then historical merit 
will have to be accorded to Ronald Reagan. /|applause! 


Despite all debates on daily politics and the understandable differences of opinion 
that characterize democracy, all of us should seriously and farsightedly consider 
political visions if these visions can possibly bring us closer to the vital objectives 
of our policy. 


Ladies and gentlemen, it is not particularly a sign of political farsightedness, but, 
as far as I am concernod, a sign of a lack of an awareness of responsibility on the 
part of the opposition when the SPD flatly rejects the U.S. initiative even before the 
necessary grounds for a decision are available and even before the U.S. Government hzs 
concluded its own contemplations «f the research program. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, in contrast, it is also not surprising to me or the Federal! 
Government and the alliance that from the outset the Soviet Union has attacked and 
characterized as diabolical the U.S. defense initiative. The utter lack of truth and 
moral justification of these Soviet attacks is illustrated by the fact that for mre 
than a decade now, the Soviet Union has itself been conducting, at considerable 
expense, comparable research on a widespread antimissile system. This is demonstrated 
by the fact that it is the only one of the two superpowers that has installed and con- 
tinuously modernizes an operational antimissile system around its capital of Moscow. 


In addition, the Soviet Union is the only country in the world that has operational! 
antisatellite weapons, that is, the so-called killer satellites. We are aware, and | 
want to recall this fact once again, that the Soviet Union carried out a test of such 
Systems in space over Munich in the summer of 1983, and by building a large radar 
facility near Krasnoyarsk, it proves its determination -- possibly in violation of the 
ABM treaty -- to hold open for itself the option of a strategic defense. 














VII. 19 Apr 85 2 FEDERAL REPUBLIC GF GERMANY 
The continuation of unilateral Soviet armament in spsce would mean not only making the 


AEM treaty have no substance, but also letting dangerous instabilities emerge. Ladies 
and gentlemen, this also belongs in this debate. The Soviet leadership has neve 

denied such research and development, and yet | have heard few critical words about this 
kind of research from our opponents in this country. [applause! 


It is quite noteworthy, and I am certainly not the only one who has observed this in 
the past few weeks, that essentially the same forces that are now raising their voices 
in 1983 vehemently attacked the implementation of the two-track decision, and both 
times convincingly in perfect harmony with Soviet propaganda. [applause | 


The U.S. SDI is a long-term research program that wii! extend far into the nineties. 
Even the U.S. side, I stress this again, even the U.S. side does not expect that there 
will be any decisions on development and deployment before the next decade. Research 
on space systems is compatible with the ABM treaty. There will not and cannet be auto- 
matic transition from research to development and deployment in connection with 
Strategic defense systems. All decisions that go beyond the research program will be 
made only on the basis of proven research results. 


Ladies and gentlemen, I do not doubt the integrity of the U.S. President's determina- 
tion and moral attitude in this matter. Theretore, the U.S. research program is trom 
our point of view justified, politically necessary, and serving the security interests 
of the West as a whole. [applause| Consequently, the Federa! Government supports the 
principle of the U.S. SDI progran. 


On 9 February 1985, at the Munich military science meeting, | outiined tor the tirst 
time the significant elements of our position towara the .5. project. I made it 
perfectly clear at that time that the decisive criterion of our assessment of the U.S. 
defense initiative is the question of whether this initiative can make peace in [treedom 
more secure for us. Despite all of the sometimes very complicated individual problems 
of a political, strategic, and technological nature, in the future the answer to this 
question will continue to determine our assessment and action. 


In its 27 March 1985 decision, the Federal Security Council stressed this central point 
in particular by placing the U.S. SDI program in the general context of East-West 
relations, including the arms contro! dialogue. 


Our aim to create peace with increasingly fewer weapons and to develop more stability 
in East-West relations is naturally valid and unchanged. This is also the guideline 
for our policy toward the U.S. SDI protect. [applause|! 


The interests of the FRG and of the West European ailies are involved in the U.S. SDI 
nroject in many very complex ways. We will be most deeply involved in possible 
political-strategic effects. These will have direct consequences for our most vital 
political interest, namely our external security. From the very beginning we must make 
a number of strategic demands, based not least of ail on our geostrategic position. 


In my speech in Munich, I pointed out very clearly that Europe's security must rot be 
detached from that of the United States. There must be no zones of differing security 
levels within NATO. NATO's strategy of flexible response must continue to be valid 

in an unchanged way as long a8 no alternative is found that would promise to prevent 
war. We must avoid instability during any transitional phase from a strategy of pure 
deterrence to a new form of strategic stability based more firmly on defensive systems. 
Disparities must be removed and the development of new areas of threats below the 
nuclear level must be avoided. 
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I can state with satisfaction that our U.S. allies are becoming increasingly aware of 
these vital FRC and European strategic requirements, and that they will take then into 
consideration. 


Ladies and gentlemen, th= connection between the political-strategic and arms control 
points of view is of special significance tor us in assessing SDI. From a short- and 
medium-range point of view, adherence to the ASM treaty must have priority. In the 
Federal Government's view, it is imperative that, prior to decisions going beyond 
research, cooperative solutions must be sought that will guarantee that strategic 
stability will be preserved and, if possible, improved that nuclear offensive weapons 
will be drastically reduced and that the ratio between offensive and defensive systems 
will be defined in a way that will guarantee as much stability as possible with as 
small a number of weapons as possible. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we are convinced that the U.S. SDI program has already given an 
important impetus to today’s arms control di:slogue. It has also quite definitely con- 
tributed to the resumption of the Geneva taiks, and also will possibly continue to have 
a positive influence on the development of the negotiations. It is in our interests 
for the superpowers to negotiate in Geneva on strategic defense systems in connection 
with offensive nuclear weapons, without obstructing or hindering any promising possi- 
bilities for a solution by making one-sided or irrelevant linkages. In connection 
with the need to concretely define the ratio of offensive and defensive weapons, a 
ratio that will guarantee maximum stability on the lowest level of armament, every 
possibility for a solution must be examined without any reservations. 


In gy speech at the CDU congress in Essen, | noted this when I said that a drastic 
reduction of nuclear offensive weapons could influence the need for and the size of 
necessary defensive systems in space. Ladies and gentlemen, in this connection, 

I cppeal to the Soviet Union to use the Ceneva negotiations constructively and not to 
turn the U.S. SDI program into a pretext for a lack of flexibility on the subject of 
reducing the number of nuclear offensive weapons. 


The U.S. SDI program creates an opportunity as well as a risk for the North Atlantic 
alliance. Through cohesion and solidarity the allies must from the start prevent 

the Soviet Union from using SDI to split the alliance and sow discord among the 
Western public. [applause] The United States has started consulting with its allies 
on its new project. We welcome the offer to continue consultations on a bilateral 
basis as well as within the alliance. We will actively take advantage of this oppor- 
tunity. These consultations are indispensable for us. They are particularly necessary 
because the possible adjustment of the alliance’s valid defense strategy to new reali- 
ties in the future requires a continuous dialogue in this very area. A discussion of 
the U.S. project by the alliance partners on the basis of solidarity also provides an 
opportunity to strengthen the alliance’s cohesion and the transatlantic dialogue. 


Together with its closest European allies, the Federal Government will energetically 
undertake efforts to develop a common stance on the U.S. SDI project. [applause] This 
is also recommendable because together with our European partners we can better cepre- 
sent our specific European interests to the United States. 


Ladies and gentlemen, in this connection, the Federal Government welcomes the French 
proposal conveyed by Foreign Minister Dumas early this week to Minister Genscher that 
closer European cooperation in the field of future technologies be immediately 
initiated. [applause] 1 share the French Government's assessment that Europe's reply 
to the U.S. SDI program cannot consist of a policy of surrender or uncoordinated 
rejection. ) 
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1 am happy that in our basic assessment of the U.S. SDI we are in agreement with 
Italian Prime Minister Craxi, British Prime Minister Thatcher, and other European 
partners. [applause! 


We are open to the U.S. proposal to jointly study possibilities for participation in 
the research project. Participation of the European countries would be a historic 
opportunity for Europe to bring its pelitical, strategic, and technological interests 
to bear as a community. 


[Interjection] What does that mean’? 


[Kohl] That means the original goal of your policy — European political integration. 
However, you are also isolated in this area. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, in this manner the U.S. SDI program could provide a real oppor- 
tunity for the NATO alliance and for Europe, and could essentially contribute to 
Strengthening the integration of the two. In view of the magnitude of funding -- about 
DM80 billion -- with which the U.S. Government plans to support its research program, 
it is quite evident to everyone even now that important and far-reaching results will 
be achieved -- results whose significance, including the economic importance, will go 
far beyond the sphere of strategic defense. In this connection, the remark about the 
promotion of technological innovation on a broad basis is definitely no exaggeration. 


Ladies and gentlemen, we will and must also be interested in utilizing research results 
in our industry that will have revolutionary civilian applications. Let me add, how- 
ever, that it is not this economic-technological interest alone that will determine our 
decision on participating in the research program, but we must ensure that the FRC and 
West Europe are not outdistanced technologically and thus become second rate. As 
expressed in the alliance commitments, shared security between the United States and 
Europe also requires a comparable level! of economic and technological developments in 
the United States and Europe. 


Our economic system of a free and social market economy enables and favors cooperation 
among companies, even beyond national borders. German and European companies and 
research institutes are leading in important fields. Viewed against this background, 
it is all the more necessary for us to discuss with the U.S. side the criteria and 
conditions for potential cooperation so as to understand the framework for potential 
cooperation so as to understand the framework for potential cooperation. In this pro- 
cess, we will attach special importance to ensuring that any future cooperation will 
guarantee fair partnership and free exchange of research results, [applause] will not 
remain a technological one-way street, and will guarantee as far as possible that 
research will be integrated, thus allowing us to exert influence on the entire project. 


Technological cooperation in the U.S. :esearch project would make it easier for the 
FRG and our European allies to retain, and even increase, our influence on and 
importance in the major questions concerning the further development of alliance 
strategy. In the foreseeable future, the Federal Covernment will have to make a 
decision on participation in the research project. In making this decision, it will 
not tolerate being put under time pressure by anyone and will gather all the necessary 
information to make its decision. 
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To this end, essentially three measures have been envisaged: the Federal Government 

will discuss with the Cerman economic sector its interest in and possibilities for par- 
ticipation in research, and, in so doing, also examine beginnings of cooperation among 
European companies. It will enter into consultations with interested European allies 


— particularly France, Great Britain, and Italy, but also with the other interested 

European partners -- on a common definition of a stance and, if the occasion arises, 

on participation. The Federal Covernment will send a group of experts to the United 

States to ascertain the conditions and areas for participation in research. It goes 

without saying that I will discuss this subject with President Reagan a few davs from 
now when he visits the Federal Republic. 


Ladies and gentlemen, let me sum up. The U.S. research program triggered by SDI is 
justified and is in the interests of the West as a whole. The U.S. SDI program consti- 
tutes an opportunity to further develop on a long-term basis the currently absolutely 
necessary deterrence with the threat of mutual annihilation through a strategy that 
Tests more strongly on defensive elements and that would allow «a comprehensive reduction 
of nuclear weapons. Nobody knows at this time whether this hope can come true, yet a 
mo to this project at this time — and I am addressing this remark not least of all to 
you, ladies and gentlemen of the SPD -- would not be in keeping with the responsibility 
that we also bear for our country’s future. [applause! 


The strategic stability between East and West and the unity of the alliance in the 
political and strategic respect must be guaranteed. The NATO strategy of flexible 
response remains valid and unchanged as long as there is no alternative that would 
better serve the objective of preventing war. The arms control function of SDI is of 
central importance to us. We will persistently advocate this approach to our U.S. 
allies. A drastic reduction of the nuclear offensive systems on both sides remains our 
prime objective. [applause | 


The assessment of the U.S. initiative from the viewpoint of alliance policy makes 
evident the task of averting risks and purposefully utilizing existing opportunities 
through the cohesion of the alliance and through intensified exertion of influence by 
the European allies. Ladies and gentlemen, whoever says no today will not remove the 
tisk for the alliance and will be unable to take advantage of existing opportunities. 
[applause | 


We will follow the U.S. proposal and examine possibilities of cooperation in the 
research program. In doing this, we wil! closely cooperate with our industrial sector 
and with our European friends. 





Il regret that the SPD has decided to reject the program before studying it. | ask you 
how you intend to bring such an attitude into line with the interests of one of the 
leading industrial nations of the world. /[applause|! 


Ladies and gentlemen, our considerations about the SD! program fit into the general con- 
cept of our peace policy. We continue to be interested in improving East-West rela- 
tions, and we expect the Geneva arms control negotiations to provide a distinct impetus 
for the East-West dialogue in general. 


In my opinion, nothing must happen that could restrict East-West relations on defens 
or arms policy issues or even on an individual issue such as the pros and cons of 
Strategic defense. 


Only improved relations between the Soviet Union and the United States, as well as 
between the NATO states and the Warsaw Pact on « broad basis, can lead to effective 
progress in disarmament and arms control. The Federal Government wil! cont inue 
unswervingly its policy of understanding and balance, while simultaneously fully main- 
taining FRC interests. [prolonged applause | 
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LD180902 Hamburg DPA in German 080! GMT 18 Apr &: 


[Text] Bonn, 18 Apr (DPA) -- Horst Ehmke, deput hairman of the SPD parliamentary 
group. emphatically gave the reasons ‘or tl» ial Democrats’ rejectioneof the American 
SDI. He accused Chancellor Kohl that his statement was cherecterized by uncertainty 

of the facts and party-political polen! 

Today it is already clear that, in Fhoke’ lew, the SDI will not replace offensive 
with defensive weapons, but on the contrary will mix olfensive with the defensive 
weapons systems. There is a danger that the militerization of space will not be pre- 
vented, but on the contrary will be driven forward. 


In Ehoke’s words, the Soviets will not wait until the results of the American SDI 
program are ready. Rather, they will initialiy seek to etrengthen their offensive 
capability and then to develop their own strategic defense system from their research. 
There is not guch left of the original philosophy of replacing the strategy of 
“mutually assured destruction” with gusranteed security for both sides. 


TEXT OF GENSCHER BUNDESTAG ADDRESS ON Si)! 








DW181109 Maing ZDF Television Network in German 0858 OMT 18 Apr 15 


[Speech by Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher in Bundestag debate following 
Cancellor Kohl’s government statement on the SD! <- live! 


[Text] Mr President, esteemed ladies and gentlemen: research by the United States 
and the Soviet Union on new defense systems to be based in space ofr on the ground 
provoke fundamentally significant questions about the future. The interrelationship 
of the political and strategic problems involved in the SDI and the corresponding 
Soviet efforts must be seen, and these problems placed into the framework of East-West 
relations and our policy on security end arms contro|. This is the premise from which 
the Federal Government proceeds in defining its basic attitude as adopted by the 
Federal Security Council on 27 March 1985. 


The opening of U.S.-Soviet negotiations in Geneva on |2 March this year created new 
opportunities for East-West relations. These negotiations provide the opportunity to 
improve relations between the United States and the Soviet Union so that more stable 
and more lasting comprehensive relations can develop in Europe as well The negot ila- 
tions on strategic weapons, intermediate-range weapons, and space systems intersect 
essential areas of the power ratio between the superpowers, the security situation in 
Europe, and future interrelated developments. Al! this affects us Europeans directly. 


The problems involving outer space and the research on whether new technological 
developments can be defensively weed introduce a new dimension into the East-West 
relations, security policy, and disarmament policy. Many questions raised in this connec- 
tion cannot be answered today. For this reason we should be wary of simplified and 

rash judgments, but we would be neglecting our duty If furope were to impose on itself 

a ban on thinking about new ways to achieve more strategic stability and to better 
prevent war. The effect of such a ban would be found to lead us into isolation in 
security policy. Together with our allies we must develop ideas about how new tech- 
nological developments can contribute to greater security, including ours. 














VII. 19 Apr 85 17 FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF CFRMAN 


in this process. As long as there is no better option for preventing war tha 
strategy of flexible response, this strategy must remain valid and unchanged. 
this strategy is not considered to be the ultimate answer to the question about 
permanently ensuring peace, it severtheless has proved its vorth as an instrument tor 
preventing war. Ladies and gentlemen, 4 strategy that prevents war is neither 
Obsolete nor immoral. (app! ause 


The alliance’s strategy aimed at preventing war must in no case be called into quest! 
' 


The agreement concluded by the Urited States and the Soviet Union on 8 January 1955, 
to open the Ceneva negotiations is a decument of outstanding political significance. 
An early meeting between President Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev could 
contribute to making the objectives agreed upon more concrete, just as it could con- 
tribute toward the promotion of the political relations between the United States ond 
the Soviet Union. 


[Addressing 2 Bundestag member of the Greens) Colleague from the Greens -- I do set 
know your name yet -- when vou say that a meeting between Reagan and Gorbachev would 
be of no help, then we counter with the argument that whoever does not want to shoot 
must negotiate. [applause] I think this is the decisive argument. [applvuse | 


There is far-reaching agreement about the substance and the goals of the negotiations. 
Ladies and gentlemen, there is agreement not only about the subject, but also about the 
substance and the objectives of the negotiations. To begin with, there is the limita- 
tion and reduction of nuclear weapons, specifically strategic and intermediat e-renge 
Weapons. We have waited so ‘ong for negotiations on the reduction of intermediate- 
Tange weapons, and now they have begun. Second, there is the prevention of an arms 
race in space and the discontinuation of the one on earth, and third, the st rengt hen! ng 
of strategic stability. 


All three objectives of the negotiation are in keeping with our own German and Puropear 
security interests. [applause! It would be an important result of today's debate if 
all caucases in the Bundestag would unreservedly sav yes to these goals of the Geneva 
negotiations. 


Ladies and gentlemen, strategic stability is the key concept of the U.S.-Soviet agree- 
ment of 8 January. This objective makes these negotiations something new. 


It is not just specific weapons systems that are the subject of negotiations. Ruther — 
and this is the great opportunity offered by Geneva — a way to ensuring lasting peace 
is being negotiated. This corresponds to the realization that reliable security in 

the age of suclear weapons cannot be based just on unilateral decisions by one side 

or the other, but that cooperation in security policy is necessary. This is a realistic 
idea and is part of the Harme! concept of the alliance that links deterrence and 
defensive capability with the readiness for dialogue and cooperation. This concept 
dves not deny the political controversies between the East and West. it does not deny 
the different values in life, but it is based on the common interest that to the degree 
possible we must remove the risk of a!! war <- of quclear war and conventional war. 
This presupposes the preparedness to consider the legitimate security interests of all 
involved. 


Important conclusions are possible based on the U.S.-Soviet agreement. Strategix 
Stability must be jointly defined and specified in Geneva. Were is a chance that goes 
beyond arms control and permits a new basis to be found for East-West relations as «a 
Whole. The Europeans must make their contribution in taking advantage of this chance, 
Increased strategic stability is to be achieved with fewer nuclear weapons. The main 
goal of the Ceneva negotiations must be 4 drastic reductionof the number of exist iny 
nuclear weapons. The reduction of intercontinental and intermediate-range weapons is 
involved. [applause] 
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Ladies and gentlemen, nuclear weapons with « shorter range must also be the subject 

of negotiations. They also -- mot onlw the strategic and intermediate-range weapons -- 
give the people no chance to survive. ‘So sew gray zones must develop. Elementary 
problems of European security are involwed here. 


Strategic stability requires that all problems involving the weapons systems being 
negotiated in Ceneva gust be considered and solved, as envisaged by the communique of 
8 January 1985. The connection between offensive and defensive veapons will be a 
central issue of these negotiations. 


mowever, this does not mean that individual agreements on the linitation and reduction 
of nuclear weapons must be postponed until a comprehensive agreement is possible. 
Strategic stability can exist only if the security of the U.S. alliance partners is 
included. European security is not a regional problem. The alliance is politic=lly 
and strategically unified, and must remain so in the future. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, strategic stability also presupposes that Soviet superiority wil’ 
also be removed in the conventional field. Preventing war means preventing all vars, 
including conventional wars. A war in Burope, even without ouclear veapons, world 
today be a thousand times more terrible than World War Tl. Strategic stability is 
possible only on the basis of equal rights. it means equel rights between the two 
superpowers, as outlined in the U.S.-Soviet statement of 1972, together with the prin- 
ciples of moderation, renunciation of force, and mutual recognition of legit imate 
security i«meree’s. It also means equi! rights in connection with security for all 
medium and smali states in Europe. 


Only renunciation of superiority by both sides can lead to stability and the lasting 
strengthening of peace. That is a contribution necessary to the building of confidence 
on which political understanding between fast ond West must be based. 


The solution of security problems must be imbedded in a broad strategy of cooperation 

in which everyone gust participate and from which no one must be excluded. All states -- 
large, mediua, and small — gust try to improve Fast-West relations. In doing this, 

we can facilitate the solution of the problems being discussed in Geneva. Hore lies 

the special significance of the CSCE process that must renain a central instrument 

in East-West relations. The medium and ema!! states that dur‘ng difficult times have 
helped to maintain the network of international relation. must also make their con- 
tribution. This applies to the development of political relations, to economic and 
cultural cooperation, and to the solution ot humanitarian problems. 








The two German states have a special responsibility in thie respect -- a responsibility 
that was accepted anew by Chancellor Koh! and General Secretary Honecker on 12 March 
1985 in Moscow. 


Ladies and gentlemen, in this difficult discussion on space issues and new defensive 
systems, we gust be careful not to be emotional. Regarding the militarization of 
space, it is an indisputable fact that outer space is already today being militarily 
utilized. Observation satellites of both s.des, supplying information about what is 
going on on the other side, serve strategic stability. They are indispensable for 
verifying arms control agreements. Their protection is in everyone's interests. 


it also is a reality that both superpowers are doing research on new defensive systems. 
Under the ABM treaty, U.S. research is permissible and, in view of many years of Soviet 
efforts, also justified. It will take a long time until reliable answers can be given 
to the numerous difficult strategic and technological questions posed by the U.S. 
propram. France and the other European states share our view. 





dee 
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In his remarkable speech of 15 March 1985, the British foreign secretary brought up 
questions which are equally important for all of us in Europe and which must be 
reasonably discussed and responsibly arswered. The discussion in the United States 
also proves that the possibilities anc eifects of new defensive systems can today 
met yet be definitely assessed. For this reason too, it is neither necessary, nor 
possible at this point to definitely answer the question about new defensive systems. 


We do have to answer the question about the technological aspect. Ia this connection, 
we must be careful not to consider the technological aspect to be the most important 
problem resulting for us frem SDI. Nonetheless, the fact is correct that in view of 
the U.S. funds earmarked for the project, the SDI research phase will lead fro a 
substantial technological thrust, irrespective of its results. The technologies 
relevant to SDI are of crucial importance for all future developments. 


it has never before been more urgently recessary for the Europeans to closely and 
energetically cooperate in the field of technology. Therefore, the Europeans must 
pool their capabilities in the technological area, in particular by effectively 
coordinating their state and private research potential. 


We are in agreement with France that German-French cooperation is a guide in this 
respect. [applause] In recent days, the French Government proposed a common initiative 
of cooperation in highly technological areas on a European level, which will be open 
to all interested states. Together with France, we want to make this great European 
opportunity become reality. We want a technological Europe which is more than just a 
subcontractor or licensee. Briefly, we want a Europe which can cooperate with the 
United States and Japan on an equal footing. 


Obviously the technological consequences of the SDI program have made many people here 
aware only now of what has existed for a long time -- the technological challenge 
Europe is facing, with or without SDI, ladies and gentlemen. It is hardly possible 
for unequal partners to successfully cooperate over a long period of time. Our 
experience of the last few decades and the more recent past has shown the difficulties 
of a balanced technological transatlantic exchange. 


Ladies and gentlemen, the invitation to participate in SDI research also requires an 
answer that we must give together with our most important European allies. [applause] 
Haste, panic, or surrender are as inappropriate as uncoordinated reactions by the 
Europeans. The Europeans must define their interests, requirements, and goals and 
then talk and act in a body. 


The chancellor today repeated the prerequisites for cooperation in the research 
program. We Europeans must take care not to lose what we need, or, to formulate it 
more clearly; harm would be done to European interests if European researchers and 
results of research, as well as capital and enterprises, were directly attracted by 
the U.S. program, without the governments having secured the promise of technological 
transfer and possibility to influence. [applause] 


The significance of the European pillar in the alliance, the effects on the East-West 
relations and on arms control, and the technological cooperation of the Europeans make 
the closest cooperation with France and other European partners a political necessity 
for us. Lone action, whatever the direction, would be bound to entail serious con- 
sequences for our own interests. This is also true, of course, for a lone no, ladies 
and gentlemen. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, the invitation to participate in the SDI program relates to 
research. Under the ABM treaty a distinction must be made between the research on and 


development of new technologies on this subject. 
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As for the theory, i would like to tell you that LATO Secretary Ceneral Lord Carrington 
justly stressed that it is necessary to put up an unassaulable wall, as he called 

it, between SDI research and SDI development. True, there must be neither auto- 

matic nor tluent transitions which might lead to phases of instability. 


The British Government justly poirted out that neither the technical developneut, nor 
rash attempts at predicting this technological development must preclude politica; 
decisions. The United States has said that it wishes to carry out, in cooperative 
solutions with the Soviet Union, a transition to new defensive systems, in keeping 
with the ABM treaty. As long as such agreements have not been achieved it is necessary, 
as a contribution toward stability in the phase ahead of us, to reaffirm and strictivy 
observe the ABM treaty. On the spot verifications for the purpose of eliminating 
doubts about the cbhservance of the ABM treaty would be tantamount to great progress. 
[It is just as important, for the sake of avciding instability, to convince the Soviet 
leadership that we are serious about our objective of creating strategic stability 
with essentially fewer nuclear weapons. 


[Answering interjection by unidentified deputy] If you consider disarmament a contri- 
bution to instability, then we are worlds apart. We believe that disarmament of the 
offensive weapons is an important contribution toward stability. [applause] 


Ladies and gentlemen, various options of future cooperative solutions ere conceivable, 
solutions which take into account the interrelations between offensive and defense 
weapons systems and the requirements of strategic stability. The chancellor's state- 
ment that a drastic reduction of nuclear offensive weapons could exert influence on 
the need for and the volume of required defensive systems in space underlines the 
interelation between offensive and defensive weapons. Whoever proposes to deny this 
connection fails to recognize the content and significance of what the United States 
and the Soviet Union agreed on 8 January. 


Ladies and gentlemen, if it is correct -- and I am convinced that it is -- that the SDI 
has enhanced the Soviet Union's interest in returning to the negotiating table, then 

it is likewise correct and appropriate that we must utilize the SDI for purposes of 
arms control policy. In connection with this program the U.S. Govenrment. also spoke 
justly of cooperative, just, and verifiable arms control. for this reason it proposed 
tangible reductions of the strategic weapons. Owing to the interrelation involved, 

the readiness of the Soviet Union to come to an understanding soon about the reduction 
of the nuclear missiles would be an important contribution toward the success of the 
Geneva negotiations as a whole. 


We expect from the Geneva negotiations the serious search for common solutions which 
wili lead to the lasting safeguarding of peace with fewer weapons through compre- 
hensive cooperation. We are aware how difficult this is, and for this reason we warn 
against unwarranted expectations of early successes. Yet it is incontestable that we 
must uttlize the chance to achieve true disarmament and even more effective prevention 
of war. We must utilize the chance for comprehensive cooperation between East and West. 
This is what matters, ladies and gentlemen, and not rash judgments. What is at stake 
ultimately is to create stable and durable peace through a new, comprehensive plan for 
the cooperative arrangement of the East-West relations. This can be done only through 
negotiations and not through the refusal of negotiations. |applause] 
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PRESS DISCUSSES KOHL, GENSCHER SDI STATEMENTS 





Press Review 
DW191005 Cologne Devtschlandfunk Network in German 0505 CMT 19 Apr §5 
[From the press review] 


{Yext] The main issues of editorials today are the statements by Federai Chancellor 
Koh* and Foreign Minister Genscher on the U.S. SDI. 


KOELNISCHE RUNDSCHAU has the following to say: Anyone with mixed feelings prior to 
yesterday's statement of the chancellor found that his skepticism was justified. 
Hel~ut Kohl was expected to say something definite and binding on the issue, although 
it was not necessary to do so. His declaration does not say much. The basic state- 
ment is that he wants to support the U.S. SDI, but he is uncertain whether such plans 
would really make peace more secure, says the paper. 


STUTTGARTER ZEITUNG maintains: Helmut Kohl's short government statement should have 
clarified that nuclear weapons cannot be eliminated. Keeping quiet about it, or even 
indicating that it might be possible comes close to being a political illusion, 
particularly for the younger generation. As long as the incompatible sccial systems 
in the East and in the West need weapons for security reasons, nothing can change. 
Ronald Reagan's SDI plans do not help much either. Understanding this is not a matter 
of party policy, it is the result of plain logic. However, the chancellor, does not 
want to subject himself to it. 


DIE WELT points out: In contrast to the chancellor, Foreign Minister Genscher uttered 
mainly reservations with regard to the American project to replace the strategy 
of mutual destruction with the SDI. 


Genscher, unlike the chancellor, did not say that the research program is justified, 
politically necessary, and serving the security interests of the West. Genscher, 
like the opposition, even voiced reservations with regard to FRG participation in 

SDI research work. He can, if at all, only visualize only European participation, 

if even that. The minister, who is a trained lawyer, could not have been more clear 
in presenting reservations with regard to a program that his chancellor had basically 
approved 30 minutes earlier, half an hour, stresses the paper. 


Frankfurt Main FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE notes: The chancellor did not miss the 
opportunity to pressure the SPD because of its hasty rejection. The SPD speakers 
created the impression that they were sometimes hiding their undecidedness behind 
polemics, which they had to expound in the name of a party that does not know exactly 
what it wants. The paper concludes: More shocking for the German future, however, 
was the SPD's inability -- in view of its many statements on the action of the U.S. 
which fanned anti-American feelings -- to utter one single critical word about the 
Soviet Union, as if no reason for criticism existed. 
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TV Commentary 
DW190327 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 2030 GMT 18 Apr 85 
[Thilo Schneider commentary ] 


[Text] What we do not have is exact information about the U.S. space-based antimissile 
system callei SDI anc its definitely significant effects. This, ladies and gentlemen, 
was the main impressicn conveyed by today's Bundestag debate on FRC or European partici- 


pation in a defense project whose magnitude by far exceeds the development of the atom 
tomb. 


The ignorance that can be encountered everywhere is not in proportion to the decision- 
making compulsion that may come up rather soon. The dimensions and risks of this 
project with respect to the Geneva disarmament talks, the Atlantic partnership, and with 
respect to its innovative advantages and disadvantages therefore could not appropriately 
oe judged by the Bundestag deputies. Because ignorance still is so common about 

the SDI, all the government and the opposition were able to give were more or less 
clear signals of approval or disapproval. There was a yes with some buts from the 
coalition and a no with some overtones from the SPD. In the middle of it all stood the 
foreign minister as a child of the world, torn between detente effort and solidarity 
with the most important NATO partner, the United States, and claimed as their own, while 
also chided by the Social Democrats. 


Despite a great deal of polemics there was one common premise: the U.S. SDI research 
was accepted as legitimate because of the Soviet research that has been under way for 
quite a while; it was accepted, at any rate, within the framework of the arms contro] 
agreements. 


The conditions cited by Chancellor Kohl for his support of the U.S. SDI no doubt express 
his concern about a fair partnership and thus cooperation in technological progress. 
Examples of the past few days give cause for anxieties in that respect. President 
Reagan could help dispel them during his “onn visit. 


The reservations of the FDP and the demands of the SPD and the Greens for a ban of all 
tests with space weapons, but also the chancellor's statement that today nobody can 
really judge whether SDI will really prove to be a way of reducing nuclear threat, on 
the whole describe the insecurity of the situation. As long as a political solution is 
not yet possible, the oft-denounced philosophy of deterrence appears to me to be some- 
what able to secure peace. Deterrence should not be scrapped unless absolutely 
necessary. 


ZIMYANIN ON FRG ‘HASTE’ TO PARTICIPATE IN SDI 





LD191212 Hamburg DPA in German 0957 GMT 19 Apr 85 


{[Excerpts| Bonn, 19 Apr (DPA) — Soviet Central Committee secretary Mikhail Zimyanin has 
eriticized the U.S. Strategic Defense Initiative [SDI] and expressed concern at the 
"haste" with which leading federal FRG politicians have shown their readiness to 
participate in them. 


Before traveling on to Mainz, Zimyanin said at a news conference that the delegation has 
come on a “goodwill mission." 


Zimyanin said that FRG participation in "star wars" would be of “significance"™ for 
relations with the Soviet Union. In reply to questions on this, he said that there is 
no reason, however, for letti-.2 the imagination run riot in this connection. The matter 
would be treated as "Bonn deserves." He described as illusory the argument that the 
Federal Republic can gain access to U.S. technology by participating in the U.S. SDI. 


On the contrary. there fe 4 real noecthilirw af even cresater denendence 
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It is incomprehensible that it can not be seen that the militarization of space will 
have a destabilizing effect on the situation in Europe. Zimyanin declined to comment on 
Kchl's Government statement, whicnu the Soviet delegation listened to briefly yesterday 
during the visit to the Bundestiz. It first must be thoroughly analyzed, he said. 


President Reagan's SDI is also of special significance for the U.S.-Soviet negotiations 
in Geneva, he said. The militarization of space would not only lead to a halt to arns 
limitation and reduction but would also in itself lead to an acceleration of the arms 
race “in all directions.” A qualitatively new phase would begin, in which processes are 
decisive which are beyong control. 


The chairman of the Supreme Soviet Foreign Affairs Committee, Leonid Zamyatin, said that 
in Geneva arms in space and strategic and medium-range weapons are being negotiated 
together. If the United States presses ahead with the SvI the Soviet Union may possibly 
not be able to reduce its strategic weapons. If the United States is prepared for the 
nonmilitarization of space, however, the number of both strategic and of edium-range 
weapons could be reduced. 


Zimyanin categorically denied that the Soviet Union possesses satellite weapons. "Our 
satellites have a peaceful purpose; we are in favor of peaceful space." The radar 
installations in Krasnoyarsk, the inspection of which by Americans has been mentioned as 
a possibility by Moscow's ambassador in Washington, is in no way secret. It is a “simple 
satellite observation installation.” The “entire commotion" that was raived about this 
matter was "pure provocation." 


At the press conference Zimyanin urged that all means be used to help the peoples of the 
Soviet Union and the Federal Republic to draw closer to one another. The decisive 
factor here are questions of security. After the press conference the Soviet delegation 
travelled on to Mainz, where they are to meet Landtag representatives. Tomorrow they 
will be received there by Minister President Bernhard Vogel (CDU). The l-week visit 
ends on Sunday [21 April]. Bundestag speaker Philipp Jenninger (CDU) has been invited 
to pay a return visit, which he wants to make as soon as possible. 





GENSCHER WRITES ON FRG-SOVIET RELATIONS 





LD171009 Hamburg DPA in Germany 0908 GMT 17 Apr 85 


[Text] Bonn, 17 Apr (DPA) — In FRG-Soviet relations, “experience with exchange and 
cooperation is positive on both sides," Federal Foreign Minister Hans-Dietrich Genscher 
stated today. In Genscher's article, issued by the Foreign Ministry, for the 
SUEDDEUTSCHE ZEITUNG he warns against making topical security issues the sole yardstick 
for pulitical dialogue between Bonn and Moscow. Progress in East-West relations and in 
bilateral relations must not depend on the security discussion. It is equally important 
that the efforts for such progress must not be left to the two superpowers alons. 


Genscher also deals with the FRG question in a comprehensive assessment of FRG-Soviet 
relations in the last three decades. "Discussions on the course of borders in Eurcpe on 
the one hand and accusations and insinuations which cast doubt on our peaceful inten- 
tions on the other, are just as superfluous as they are damaging for political 
confidential-building," the federal foreign minister writes. 


The Federal Republic stands firmly in the Western alliance. Just as unalterable is its 
position in the center of Furope. From this arises an abiding interest in a policy of 
balance. Genscher mentions trade with the Soviet Union, which has risen by almost 10 
times since 1970 and totaled more than DM25 billion in 1984. Economic possibilities are 
still "far" from being exhausted. A “technological splitting of our continent” is 
energetically rejected by Genscher. Bonn has ensured that export bans are not overdone 
by the allied control commission, Cocom. 
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GDR'S MITTAG DISCUSSES TRADE WITH LEADERS 


CSU’s Strauss 
DW190723 Mainz ZDF Television Network in German 1905 CMT 17 Apr 85 


[Interview with SED Pelitburo Member Guenter Mittag and Bavarian Minister President 
Franz Josef Strauss by correspondent Joachim Jauer in Bonn on 17 April — recorded] 


[Text] [Javer] Dr Mittag and Dr Strauss, you have just talked together for 45 minutes. 
Were you able, if I may put it this way, to arrange anything to mutual advantage? 


{[Mittag} I think that the agreement previously reached will be realized. 


[Jauer| Dr Mittag, is the GDR interested in intensifying and expanding trade with the 
FRG? 


[Mittag] That is why I am here. 


[Jauer] Were you able to achieve any results during your talks with Minister President 
Strauss? 


{Mittag] 1 think both sides value these relations, and we were also able to have a 
glimpse of the way things can develop. 


[Jauer} Can you say which goods you expect to receive from the FRG and what you intend 
to sell to the FRG? 


[Mittag] We did mot finalize any contracts, but we did express the view that both the 
COR and the FRG are interested in exporting and importing capital goods, and that this 
is in Lhe interests of both states. We did reach agreement on this. 


[Jauer] Dr Mittag, the GDR has recently not been fully taking advantage of the over- 
draft credit. Nevertheless, new agreements on the overdraft are expected in the near 
future. Does the GDR want to have the overdraft increased? 


[Mitcag] In the past, the GDR assumed,as it still does, that the overdraft has played 
a certain stimulating role... 


[Strauss, interrupting] Had. 


iMittag}]... and that this is of benefit to both sides. It has since been reduced. 
l am sure that we are interested in expanding our trade. 


_Jauer| Dr Strauss, what do you want from the GDR, as far as trade and economic and 
political policy are concerned? 


{\Strauss] Dr Mittag has already stated that the question of exporting and importing 
more capital goods was discussed. In the interests of small and medium business, 
which are particularly strongly represented in Bavaria, I pointed out that barter, 
such as is being sought by some businesses in the GDR, is very difficult for small and 
medium businesses to realize. The larger companies that do business with the CDR are 
more able to carr out barter. The medium and small businesses that we also want to 
inc) ud the alest extent possible in relations with the GDR have difficulties 
in this ‘rea. 
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Bundesrat President 
LD181223 Hamburg DPA in Cerman 1035 GMT 18 Apr 85 


{Text} Bonn, 18 Apr (DPA) -- The expansion of intra-German trade relations, questions 
on the East-West relationship, and envircnmental protection were the main topics of 

the talks which SED Politburo member Guenter Mittag held teday in Bonn with the govera-: 
ment leaders of Baden Yuerttemberg and forth Rhine-Westphalia, Lothar Spaeth (CDU) 

and Johannes Rau (SPD). Spacth, who received Mittag in his capacity as president of 
the Bundesrat, said afterwards that it had been a useful talk. 


Spaeth said that the approximately Ii-hour talk in the Bundesrat building took place in 

a businesslike and constructive atmosphere. The expansion of economic realtions, partic- 
ularly in the realm of small-scale industry, had been stressed. This had also been 
mentioned by Bavarian “Minister President Franz Josef Strauss in his talk with the 
leading SED functionary responsible for economic questions on Wednesday evening. 





Also focussed upon in the talk with Spaeth were questions in connection with the 
research program for the SDI planned by the U.S. Spaeth emphasized his point of view 
that there were a number of reasons why it was correct for the Europeans to take part 
in the basic research in this field. The minister president also mentioned the special 
interest the States leaders have in seeing that the stream of asylum seekers reaching 
the FRC, who have ‘argely come to West Berlin via the GDR, be restricted. 


The further development of the “traditionally good trade relations” between North 
Rhine-Westphalian firms and the GDR was a leading topic in the 45-minute talk between 
Rau and the guest from East Berlin. Other subjects discussed were opportunities for 
cooperation in environmental protection, including cooperation in the technical sphere, 
and East-West relations. Rau is the only SPD politician with whom Mittag has met during 
his visit to Bonn. 


After a talk with Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP), Mittag will also 
be received by Federal Chancellor Kohl this afternoon. 


Chancellor Kohl 
LD181530 Hamburg DPA in German 1445 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 18 Apr (DPA) — SED Politburo member Guenter Mittag was received by 
Federal Chancellor Helmut Khol today at the end of his visit to Bonn. Their discussion 
focused on questions of East-West relations, the Geneva arms control talks and the 
further development of intra-German relations. Besides the expansion of trade 

contacts — where the GDR is interested in an increase in the overdraft credit — the 
further easing of travel and visitor traffic, wanted by Bonn, is also likely to have 
been discussed. 


At a working lunch, given earlier by Federal Economics Minister Martin Bangemann (FDP), 
both sides emphasized the comparatively positive development of intra-German trade. 

The Bonn side noted with satisfaction that there had been a clear increase of orders 
from the GDR, particularly in the realm of investment goods, in the first months of 
this vear. Informed sources said that the future developnent of the interest-free 
overdraft credit given by Bonn, had not been discussed. Primarily this is a matter 
for the experts concerned. A decision is expected by the end of the year. 


The federal minister for intra-German relations, Heinrich Windelen (CDU), as well as 


the minister in the Chancellor's Office, Wolfgang Schaeuble (CDU), also attended the 
luncheon. Mittag met Schaeuble afterwards for a separate talk. 
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*Sources’ Comment 


LD181903 Hamburg DPA in German 1648 CvT 18 Apr 85 


[Text] Bonn, 18 Apr (DPA) -- Following the visit by SEDPolitburo member Guenter Mittag, 
who at the end of his stay in Bonn todar met with Federal Chancellor Helmut Kohl for a 
iengthy talk, the Federal Covermment sces progress in intra-Cerman relations. Govern- 
ment sources pointed tc Kohi’s statement, in which, with Mittag’s agreement, the phrase 
that the “movement that has started” between the two Germa states is continuing, was 
used. There was a specific agreement on talks on possibilities for cooperation in the 
environmental sphere. 


According to these sources the visit to the Federal Republic by CDR Council of State 
Chairman Erich Honecker, postponed last fall, was not mentioned. It is still the case 
that the date will be determined by Honecker, when he considers it is appropriate, it 
was said. In CDU/CSU circles there has recently been talk of Honecker possibly coming in 
late fall. 


The starting point for Kohl's talk with Mittag and the preceding “concrete and intensive 
talk” with Minister of State inthe Chancellor's Office Wolfgang Schaeuble (CDU) was the 
result of the chancellor's meeting with Honecker in Moscow in March in the lines for the 
funeral ceremonie: for Soviet party leader Konstantin Chernenko. The sources said that 
Bonn has now taken a good step forward in making the broad range of topics touched on 
more specific. These topics are in a number of important fields. The long-planned 
cultural agreement is said to belong to these, with progress obviously having been made 
with regard to the procedure for cultural exchange, which Bonn is very keen for. 


In the talks with Mittag, Bonn's wish for further relaxation in visitor and tourist 
traific was expressed. Relevant public statenenats from the CDR side are not expected, 
but in view of the results of the talks there is now obviously hope that actual develop- 
ments, for example in visitor traffic, wil’ at least be moving in this direction. The 
government sources were also cautiously optimistic about the question of restricting the 
flow of asylum-seekers coming to West Bu rlin via the GDR. It was admitted, however, that 
this is a sensitive issue for the CDR. Contacts on this are to be continued, 


YUGOSLAVIA FOREIGN MINSITER MEETS WITH JANGEMANN 





LD181336 Belgrade TANJUG in English 1022 GM 18 Apr 85 


[Text] Bonn, April 18 (TANJI'G) -- The Federal Republic of Germany will continue to 
contribute constructively to the economic stabilization in Yugoslavia, primarily through 
liberal trade policy, Federal Republic “inister of Economy Martin Bangemann stated in 
his talk with Yugoslav Fo eign Secretary Milenko Bojanic. 


Bojanic today comopleted a four-day visit to the Federal Republic. In the course of the 
visit Bojanic also had a meeting with Federal Republic Minister of Agriculture Ignaz 
Kiechle. 


Bojanic stressed the problem of the Yugoslav deficit in trade with the Federal Republic. 
Last year Yugoslav exports to the Federal fepublic totalled 892 million dollars, while 
its imports from the Federal Republic totalled 1.5 billion dollars. Bojanic also 
stressed the problem of the slow development of industrial co-operation. Until the end 
of 1983 the Federal Republic invested in joint projects with Yugoslav partaers only 

101 million marks. 


Bojanic said that Yugoslavia expects a better treatment in a new trade agreeme t with 
the EC. He said that the EC’s protectionism represents a special obstacle in trade. 
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Hie pointed out that half of Yugoslavia's industrial products absolutely have no access to 
the EC market, while the export of agricultural products frequently encounters unsurmoun- 
table difficulties. 


Bangemaan assessed that the admittarce of Spain and Portugal into the Community will open 
new possibilities for Yugeslavia, too, owing to the possibility of access to these new 
rarkets. However, every expansion of the EC so far only resulted in further difficul- 
ties for Yugoslavia. 


In all his meetings in the Federal Republic Bojanic particularly urged that the position 
of Yugoslav workers in the Federal Republic be improved and that the competent authori- 
ties take corresponding steps to ensure this. 


Bejanic also stressed that terrorists who have of late carried out criminal acts in 
Yugoslavia had come from the Federal Republic. 


FURTHER REPORTAGE ON VISIT BY TURKEY'S OZAL 





Addresses Economic Seminar 
TA181535 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1525 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Excerpts] Hanover, 18/4 (AA) -- A seminar on the Turkish economy entitled, "Structure, 
Opportunities, and Targets,” began in Hannover today (18 April). Among the attendants 
were Prime Minister Turgut Ozal, Minister of State Mesut Yilmaz, Turkey's ambassador to 
Bonn, Oktay Iscen, the chairman of the Turkish Union of Chambers, and others. 


Touching on the relationship between Turkey and the Federal Republic of Germany, Prime 
Minister Ozal said that the existence of 1.4 million Turkish citizens in Germany added a 
special dimension to these relations. He said that these workers had made great contri- 
butions to the economies of both countries. Prime Minister Ozal went on to say that 
Turkey recalled with appreciation the assistance of Germany at a time when she was 
experiencing severe bottlenecks vis-a-vis her balance of payments. Prime Minister Ozal 
went on to say that if Turkey could use her existing potential well, then she would over- 
come existing problems and become an exemplary country for other developing countries. 
On the question of Turkey's membership in the European Community, Prime Minister Ozal 
said that the fact that Turkey would remain the only NATO country which was not an EEC 
member — after Spain and Portugal joined the Community -- would be significant from a 
political point of view. He reminded that Turkey remained a reliable friend of Federal 
Germany and the West in an unstable part of the world, and said that Turkey needed sup- 
port because of this. Prime Minister Ozal also indicated that there would be a lesson to 
be learned by Eastern European countries in Turkey's economic success. He said that 
this success would be an important statement on the merits of democracy and free enter- 
prise and declared this and declared this to be an added reason why Europe had to support 
Turkey. 


Supports Ozal's Party 


TA181530 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 18 Apr 85 1515 GMT 


[Text] Hannover 18/4 (AA) — Turkey's ruling Motherland Party is to join the Union 
of European Democratic Parties (EDU) during the union's general assembly meeting in June. 
The Turkish minister of state, Mesut Yilmaz, said in Hannover that the issue had been 
discussed during the recent meeting in Bonn between Turkish Prime Minister Turgut Ozal 
and Chancellor Helmut Kohl, who is also the chairman of the Christian Democratic Party 
(CDU). Kohl pledged his party's full support for the Motherland Party's membership in 
the wnion, according to Mesut Yilmaz. The Motherland Party would apply to the EDU for 
membership on their return to Turkey, the minister informed, adding that the membership 
issue would be taken up at the executive committee meeting of EDU in May. 
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HERNU DISCUSSE. SDI, FRENCH DETERRENT IN INTERVIEW 





LD182258 Paris Television Service in French 2003 GMT 18 Apr 85 


{Interview with Defense Minister Charles Hernu by unidentified interviewer; date and 
place not given -- live or recorded] 


[Excerpts] [Interviewer] Mr Minister, on the subject of the French deterrent. Most 
of the experts we questioned in preparing this program and also the special edition 

of LE POINT, which appears tomorrow, said the following to us: a deterrent is probably 
efficient for a period of 10,15, or 20 years, but in the end, I repeat, in the end, 
it’s likely to be brought into question. This can happen in two ways: It is likely 

to be questioned from above, because of the U.S. Strategic Defense Initiative [SDI], 
“star wars”, and also from beneath because, according to some experts, conventional war 
would again be possible in Europe. 


I suggest we look at some of these objections, the criticisms made on the future of the 
French deterrent. But on the subject of “star wars”, in this special edition of LE 
POINT, which appears tomorrow, you state that in your opinion Europe should act in order 
to develop its own space defense program. You go even further because you add: In the 
event the Europeans are not able to reach agreement, I think France should launch such 

a program alone. By saying that are you hinting that such a program is feasible, that 
it is possible to achieve. 


[Hernu] Well, you have just said a lot of things. First of all, the Strategic Defense 
Initiative, as it is being promoted by the President of the United States, is legal, 

it is moral. It does not question the antiballistic missile treaty. Moreover, who 
could attempt to stop study and research? That's not possible. If 1 am correctly 
informed about this, I think the Soviets began their own studies on this subject at 
least 15 or 20 years ago. This proves that it is not possible to complete it as fast 
as all that. 


The Strategic Defense Initiative, this is [words indistinct due to interviewer's 
interruption] strategic. Ah! You talk about “star wars"; I say no. 


[Interviewer] This is how it is referred to by the media...|interrupted by Hernu] 


[Hernu] Yes, yes. But we French must be devoted to star peace. This is a totally 
different notion. This world about which we dream, this world of outer space, this 
world in which we in our youth wondered if we would get to the moon, this open world, 
how could we imagine that we could, just like that, fill it with lasers which would 
attack satellites and which would make this war in space. I am very Gallic on this 
subject, very Gallic. 


[Interviewer] [Words indistinct] Are you for a European program of the same kind? 


{Hernu] I am coming to that. We must work for star peace. I shall come back to 
that. 


Now, the Strategic Defense Initiative is an American initiative, a study program: 

$25 billion for research. It's not amoral; it's good, it activates minds, and when 
one is questioned, as you have done with this film, this program, one must reply. 

Not to reply is to be outside the debate. But there is this point: France has its 
own nuclear deterrent. It is not in the integrated military structure of NATO. The 
Americans gust not, under the pretext of coming to look for our industries, our 
technology, our know-how, our brains, impose a — how shall I say this? — a sort of 
economic super-NATO. So I say that the countries of Europe must work together to see 
if there is a possibility — and after all why not? — of a European strategic 
defense initiative. 





tw 
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[Interviewer] [interrupting] Autonomous, autonomous, in relation to the United 
States. In other words, completely autonomous. 


{Hermu] The word autonomous seems to me to be almost insufficient. Independent, fire: 
of all, but mot against the United States. We are faithful allies, but we are in 
solidarity. [sentence as heard] 


[Interviewer] [Words indistinct] Because in the same interview you also say that 
in regard to certain technologies Europe could contribute to the American program — 
you vere primarily speaking about mirrors. 


[Hernu] Absolutely, when we come to mirrors France is the most advanced country in 
the world. American high technology uses our mirrors. [Words indiscinct] this con- 
certed action of the European countries would serve to see whether our industrialists, 
industries, scientists, and technical experts can carry out a concerted action. One 
could even say it is possible that a sum of so many ECU's per capita of Europeans 
could be devoted to this European initiative. Afterward one could obviously talk to 
the United States. But France mst occupy this position in the peaceful space... 


[Interviewer] (?Can one not accuse you, as has already been done), of militarizing 
outer space? 


{[Hernu] No, but it is an excellent question. Peaceful outer space, the peace of the 
stars, enables us to place there military activities which are not destabilizing for 
the big powers, which are for peace and for balance in the world. For example, there 
can be reconnaissance satellites, observation satellites, communication satellites, 
telecommunications satellites -- but all manned. There can be command-transmission 
satellites and if tomorrow [words indistinct]. While the television audience was 
viewing this good program, nothing was said about the Russians and the Americans having 
already started discussions about disarmament in Geneva. One must not forget this 
Stage. Disarmament must be controlled and checked. Why ignore the fact that the 
Americans and the Russians could control and check disarmament? Satellites enable 
this to be done. Why not a Buropean satellite for checking? If our European partners 
do not want to do it, why should France not have its own observation and reconnaissance 
satellite since we are a nuclear power and we are concerned? Why should the others be 
able to see what goes on here and we should not be able to see what goes on in their 
country? 


[Interviewer] Just a word, Mr Minister, about this initiative regarding strateg ix 
defense. There is an extravagant quarrel between experts, between those who think 
that it is completely unfeasable, that it is a dream, those who are more ponderous anc 
those, (?a number) of American experts who are leading the field and who believe that 
American technology can solve the [words indistinct] problems raised by it. Do you 
personally have any idea as to the feasability of such a program? [words indistinct) 


{Hernu] I must tell you that the American experts, scientists and military -- I 
recently met General Abrahamson and scientists who are working on the SDI initiative 
with President Reagan — no one has the convictions you are describing. When I te!! 
them that eventually, in 15 -- 20 years this shield will prevent any enemy missile 
from penetrating, they tell me: Perhaps, and at best a 90 percent chance 9%) 
percent! Today, that means that there would be at least 1,000 Soviet missiles which 
would pierce the shield and fall on the United States. Therefore the system is not 
reliable. Therefore, yes, one should carry out one's studies and research, but 
beware of the gap. The SDI mst not lead us to believe that nuclear deterrent is 
obsolete. The nuclear deterrent maintains the balance of peace in Burope; nuclear 
deterrent means peace and then it is altogether another thing if [words indistinct}. 
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[Interviewer] There is still a question, Mr Minister, which shocked us personal ly 

when we were preparing this broadcast, and which is, I think, at the center of many 
experts’ concern, and this is the issue of chemical war. In the scenario ve have 
shown, which is, after all, a rather banal scenario among those which coul4 be found 

in NATO's files, but, naturally, when it is seen on film it is rather impressive, the 
question of chemical war is asked, and in particular, the question as to whether Europe, 
France, are armed to defend themselves against a chemical attack. Do France and 

Europe have chemical weapons comparable to those of the Soviet Union? 


{Hernu] I am going to answer this. First, France signed the Geneva convention and 
it is, therefore, prohibited from making first use of chemical gases. Do the two 
superpowers have stocks? Yes, in different quantities. Does France have some? Wo. 
However, France — and this is a not a well-known fact -- protects itself. In Caen, 
there is an institute that specializes in the manufacture and preparation of soldiers’ 
clothing for protection against chemical, bacteriological, and nuclear weapons. In 
this institute, all the methods for detecting chemical weapons are being studied. Our 
soldiers, our airmen, our sailors -- I myself also attended exercises there a few 
days ago — learn how to fight, if need be, in decontamination zones; ve are preparing 
for all this. But, what is more -- and this is not widely known -- the prefects -- 
why not admit it? -- have plans which they would immediately put into action in the 
event of a chemical war. I am going to give you the final answer: in the event of a 
chemical war, it would immediately be up to the president of the Republic to say 
whether or not France's vital interest were threatened. Who can say whether one would 
not riposte to a chemical war by nuclear war? This is the marvellous [as heard] 
uncertainty of nuclear deterrence which one mist never forget. 


[Interviewer] So, you are not totally in agreement with one of the speakers in the 
broadcast, (Pierre Lelouche), when he says that the only way to deter the adversary 
from using chemical weapons is to have chemical weapons? 


{Herwu] I am against anything which might lead to escalations in outer space or on 
earth. It is better to deter the others from starting to use them. This is a policy 
of peace. 


[Interviewer] So, Mr Minister, as far as the future of deterrence is concerned, I 
think we have discussed the question fully on the long-term future. Meanwhile, if 

I may say so, it is a matter of maintaining, modernizing this French deterrent, and, 
on this subject, do you think that France is making the necessary efforts to modernize 
its deterrent? 


{[Hernu)] Thirty percent of the defense budget is devoted to the modernization of that 
force. For example, you have the Inflexible. Moreover, I must say that the Inflexible 
will enter into active service, become operational. The president of the Republic, 
Francois Mitterrand, will himself attend the launching of the Inflexible. There is 

a submarine [words indistinct]. 


[Interviewer] That will be the sixth nuclear submarine? 


[Hernu] Yes, and with 16 missiles. Each warhead will have 6 separate heads. So 
here is a submarine with 96 warheads. So alone, it has more warheads — 80 — than 
the other submarines. And its missiles are fired from over 400 km. This is an 
example of moderization. 


A quclear propelled aircraft carrier is being built. The other submariners are going 
to get (7N4) missiles. At the Plateau d'Albion we have increased our missiles. We 
are currently working on the Hades, which is a very strategic weapon which will 
travel, let's say 400 km; the Pluton currently (’goes) 120 km. Yes, we are moderni- 
zing our quclear forces. For the next 15-20 years (words indistinct]. 
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TWO SHIPS TO SEARCH FOR VIETNAMESE BOAT PEOPLE 





LD191003 Paris Domestic Service in French 0900 GMT 19 Apr 85 


{Text} Two French ships are to leave for the [South] China Sea at the end of the 
month to pick up boat people, in other words the Vietnamese who crowd into boats to 
flee their country. Announcing the rews, Defense Minister Charles Hernu added that 
France had given 300 entry ‘visas for the operation. The frigate Victor Schoelcher 
and the Jean Charcot of the French Institute for the Development of the Sea are going 
to criss-cross the China Sea for a month. On board they will have surgeons, nurses, 
genecologists and pediatricians, who will provide emergency medical care. 


NAVAL, AIR BASES IN NEW CALDEONIA TO BE IMPROVED 





BK180555 Melbourne Overseas Service in English 0500 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Text] The French Government is considering a report on how to upgrade its naval and 
air force facilities in the French Pacific territory of New Caledonia. President 
Mitterrand commissioned the report on his return from a visit to New Caledonia in 
January. 


Radio Australia’s European correspondent, Mark Colewin, says that according to French 
journalists who claimed to have read the report, it recommends spending an extra 

$40 million on military facilities. They say it proposes upgrading the existing 
military runway on the west coast to take French Jaguar fighter planes. The harbor 
in the capital, Noumea, would also be upgraded. 


Colewin says several French media reports have said that the nuclear-powered submarine, 
Le Rubis had left for Nowmea at the end of last month. “e says the government has 
refused to confirm the report, but he points it does not deny them. In Paris, the 
leader of New Caledonia’s pro-independence Kanak Socialist National Liberation Front, 
Mr Jean-Marie Tjibou, has condemned the reported plan, saying that the independence 
forces vant a zone of peace in the region. 
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FINLAND 


MALAYSIAN PRIME MINISTER ADDRESSES BANKERS 





8:180719 Kuala Lumpur Internationa! Service in English 0600 GMT 18 Apr $5 


Text) The prim minister, Datuk Sri Dr Mahathir, says the international monetary 
system is at a crossroad. This because of structure of floating exchange rates 

hastily introduces to replace the cracking fixed exchange rate system of the 1960's has 
not worked as well as expected. He points out that confusion in the current money 
market, with wild fiuctuations in capital flows and exchange rates, cleatly points to 
the need for radical reforms. This can only come about if all countries recognize 

the fact that they live in a common world, where domestic policies of the large 

nations have wide international repercussions. 


Addressing the Nordic financial institutions in Helsinki last night, Datuk Sri 

Dr Mahathir called on all nations to work hand in hand to solve these common problems. 
te saye that Malaysia has always welcomed foreign investment from as many diverse 
sources as possible. This is to ensure that Malaysia gets the first technology and 
expertise available. The move will also ensure that Malaysia will have access to 
different markets. He strongly believes that with Scandinavian technology combined 
with Malaysian raw materials, skilled work force, and good infrastructure, both sides 
will be able to capture the market of the East and the West. He is confident that 

the Nordic banking and financial communities can play a significant role te bring about 
the partnership in various ventures which Malaysia hopes to establish. 


PARLIAMENTARY DEFENSE POLICY GROUP ESTABLISHED 





LD190457 Helsinki Domestic Service in Finnish 1200 GMT 18 Apr 85 


Text] The government has reached agreement on the appointment of a parliamentary 
defense policy planning committee. The defense policy planning committee will be 
appointed experimentally for the remainder of the term of the present diet; in other 
words, wntil the end of March 1987. The chairman of the committee will be Secretary 
of State Matti Twovinen, who represents the Center Party, and Diet Deputy Chairman 
Pekka Myllyniemi, who represents the Social Democrats. The committee will have a 
total of seven members who represent the biggest parties in accordance with their 
parliamentary strength. The committee will be asked this spring to prepare a state- 
ment on the plans for the development of the defense forces extending until 1991. 
The recommendations of the earlier third parliamentary defense review committee will 
extend wntil 1986. 


The appointment of a new parliamentary defense review committee did not gain sufficiently 

unreserved support, and therefore the Ministry of Defense proposed a parliamentary 

defense policy planning committee instead of the parliamentary defense review committee. 
NORWAY 


SDL PARTICIPATION OFFER *TACITLY’ REJECTED 
AU181645 Paris AFP in English 1636 GMT 18 Apr 85 








[Text] Oslo, April 18 (AFP) — Norway has tacitly turned down the United States’ 
offer to participate in the Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI), saying the so-called 
“star wars” program could lead to “an extension of the arms race into space.” 
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In a letter to the Parliamentary Committee of Foreign Relations published here Wednesday, 
State Secretary of Foreign Affairs Torbjoern Froeysnes voiced “great concern (should) the 
allocation of enormous resources to this field of research establish a technological 
basis for an extension of the arms race into space." The letter comes after repeated 
calls from U.S. Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger for North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO) nations to join the space-based anti-missile research. Norway is 

a NATO member. 


“Norway expects this research not to reach proportions nor take directions that could 
justify the impression that the United States is seeking strategic superiority,” 
Mr Froeysnes said. 


Earlier today, Chancellor Helmut Kohl of West Germany confirmed Bonn's backing for SDI 
but said his country would respond to the offer to take part in research on its own 


timetable. No NATO members have officially committed themselves to the program since 
Mr. Weinberger last March 26 first cailed for NATO cooperation. 


SWEDEN 


GOVERNMENT REACTS TO SOVIET ‘BOARDING’ IN BALTIC 





Continues Search for USSR Ship 
LD181457 Stockholm International Service in Swedish 1000 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Text] The Swedish Coast Guard, with the aid of aircraft and ships, is today 
continuing the search for the Soviet inspection ship which on Tuesday [16 April} 
expelled fishing trawlers from the so-called hite one in the Baltic. The zone is 

a disputed area between Sweden and the USSR. Three Swedish fishing trawlers -- which 
were boarded and their captains informed that they were in Soviet waters -- were not 
driven off, but Danish and West German trawlers were chased away. The Coast Guard is 
now trying to find the Soviet inspection vessel in order to find out the purpose of 
the Soviet action. For as long as the border line between Sweden and the USSK in the 
white zone has not been decided, the area has been open to fishermen from other 
countries. 


Issues Statement 
LD181734 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1600 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Text] It seems that the Swedish Foreign Ministry has chosen its wording concerning 

the Soviet boarding of Swedish fishing boats. Goran Skansberg reports: Yes, according 
to a press statement that we have just received from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 
the acting head of the legal department of the Foreign Ministry, Ulf Norstrom, today 
summoned a representative of the Soviet Embassy and demanded an explanation for the fact 
that the Swedish fishing boat Santos on the evening of 16 April was subjected to an 
inspection by a Soviet fishing inspection vessel in the Baltic. According to a report 
from the Coast Guard which was handed over to the Foreign Ministry on Thursday, the 
inspection took place in international waters where Swedish fishermen have the right to 
carry out their professional activities without hindrance, the statement from the 
Foreign Ministry says. 


One reason why the Foreign Ministry contents itself with demanding an explanation is 
probably that it still does not know the Soviet reasons for the boarding. It does not 
know for certaia whether the captain of the Soviet ship that boarded the Swedish boats 
really believed that they were in the Soviet fishing zone. The Swedish fishermen say 
that they were quite clearly in the so-called white zone, in other words the 40-mile 
long area east of Gotland lying between the Swedish and Soviet fishing zones and which 
is a free water area for the fishing fleets of all nations. 
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The Soviet ship maintained, however, that the Swedish boats were in Soviet fishing 
waters. As we heard earlier, it is possible thatthe Soviet ship made a mistake about 
the location. But if that is not the case, it would mean that there is now disagre:<- 
ment between Sweden and the Soviet Union on where the border between the white zone 
and the Soviet zone really runs, or that the Soviet side knows very well where the 
border runs but that through demonstrations of power of this kind it attempts in 
practice to extend the Soviet side and which may, in that case, also be interpreted 
as applying pressure in the dispute over the drawing of borders for economic zones in 
the Baltic which has been going on between Sweden and the Soviet Union for the 

last 16 years. The dispute concerns precisely the white zone which both countries 
lay claim to. 


AMBASSADOR VIEWS UPCOMING OTTAWA °SCE MEETING 





PM171330 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 13 Apr 85 p 16 
[Anders Mellbourn report: “Human Rights Conference: Sweden To Play a Mediating Role"] 


[Text] As a nonaligned nation Sweden is expected to play the role of bridge builder at 
the European conference on human rights in Canada in May. But at the same time, Sweden 
belongs to the circle of Western nations in its view of democracy and human rights. 
This is creating problems in Sweden's preparations for the negotiations. 


For 6 weeks beginning 7 May the 35 states involved in the CSCE conference on security 
and cooperation in Europe will meet for a follow-up conference on human rights in 

the Canadian capital of Ottawa. The CSCE Final Act from the 1975 Helsinki meeting 
contains stipulations about relations between the European states in many different 
fields, not only the diplomatic and military but also the economic, cultural and that 
of human rights. 


"Since Helsinki the defense of human rights has become an international issue shared 

by all the CSCE states,” Ambassador Ilmar Bekeris, who will head the Swedish delegation 
at the Ottawa conference, told DAGENS NYHETER. “It is no longer possible to claim that 
debate on the exercise of human rights in a member nation amounts to interference in 
internal affairs. The defense of human rights is closely linked to the development 

of the international situation." 


Here the Swedish view is fundamentally the same as that of the Western nations. The 
documents from Helsinki amount to concessions from the Eastern bloc states demanded 
by the West as the condition for agreeing to a CSCE treaty which in practice fixes 
Europe's present borders as unmovable. But as a leading nation in the group of 
neutral and nonaligned states involved in CS ‘ocoperationSweden is also expected 

to play a mediating role and help to find solurions when deadlocks arise. 


The Western nations have already indicated that they will use the Ottawa conference to 
raise individuai cases of violations of humay rights in the Eastern b’oc and tough 
discussions can be expected. 


""rom the Swedish viewpoint it is completely natural to have a general debate on the 
exercise of human rights," Ilmar Bekeris stressed. "We will ourselves be pointing 
out shortcomings in their observance. But this will be a difficult conference at 
which it will probably be the task of the neutral and nonaligned nations to help with 
recommendations at the end. Then we must observe a certain degree of restraint.” 


Sweden will therefore see to it that the conference in Ottawa is not only an arena 

for debate on individual countries’ observance of human rights, but that it might also 
be able to lead to practical agreements which could amount to small steps toward 
better conditions. 
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“It would be unrealistic to believe in or hope for new far-reaching measures. With 
its 6-week span the Ottawa conference is too short to be able to treat radical 
novelties and must restrict itself to nice little procedural steps," Ilmar Bekeris 
said. 


A further complication for Sweden is that not all states in the neutral and n_naligned 
group have the same approach in principle to the question of human rights. 


The proposals which Sweden will attempt to push in Ottawa with the aid of the other 
neutral and nonaligned nations are, as a result, cautiously phrased. First, Sweden 
hopes to achieve agreement that this sort of follow-up conference on human rights 
becomes a normal and regularly recurring element in tue so-called CSCE process. Since 
the Helsinki meeting there have been general follow-up conferences in Belgrade and 
Madrid and next year there will be another in Vienna. A number of special confereaces 
are also being held. Among these the Stockholm conference on security and conf idence- 
building measures is the most comprehensive. The Ottawa meeting is the first to deal 
exclusively with human rights and Sweden wants this to be repeated in the future. 


Sweden is also considering proposing that the CSCE documents, especially the sections 
dealing with human rights, be again spread among the citizens of the CSCE nations. The 
text of the Helsinki Final Act was the first to state that the individuals have the 
right to know about and act in accordance with what is said about human rights. 


But alongside these two more diplomatic proposal which have been worked out by experts 
at the Foreign, Justice, and Social Affairs Ministries Sweden has a more controversial 
idea. On the personal initiative of Foreizn Minister Lennart Bodstrom, Sweden will, as 
DAGENS NYHETER has already reported, raise the abolition of the death penalty as a 
demand within the framework of human rights. 


"I do not think that we can hope for any clear and unambiguous rejection of the death 
penalty in Ottawa,” Ilmar Bekeris said. "We will put forward a proposal to make clear 
our attitude and we are hoping for a document, at best a moderately positive statement, 
which would provide support for our efforts in other forums.” 


Representatives of volunteer organizations with an interest in human rights are also 
taking part in the Swedish preparations for the Ottawa meeting. How do they view 
the tactically cautious Swedish approach? “Our proposals are modest, cautious and 
not far-reaching,” Ilmar Bekeris admitted. "It must be hard to understand these 
tactical difficulties. But there are questions we could not pessible raise in 
Ottawa, no matter how pressing they might be.” 
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SOVIET NAVAL ATTACHE, AEROFLOT AIDE EXPELLED 





LD181306 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1237 GMT 18 Apr 85 
[By Tom McMullan, PA diplomatic correspondent ] 


[Text] Two Soviet officials in London were today given seven days to leave the 
country, the foreign Office announced. They are Captain Oleg Los, assistant naval 
attache at the Soviet Embassy, and Mr Vyacheslav Grigorov, charter manager of the 
London staff of the Soviet airline Aeroflot. 


Capt Los, who is married and has been in Britain since November 1982, was said to have 
been engaged in activities incompatible with his status. Mr Grigorov, who is married 
and arrived in Brita‘n in May 1982, was said to have been engaged in unacceptable 
activities. The terms are normal Foreign Office euphemisms for spying. 


Aeroflot said Mr Grigorov was an airport manager, working at Heathrow and Gatwick. A 
member of staff said she believed he had worked there for about three years. His 
duties would have included arranging charters. 


The Soviet ambassador Mr Victor Popov was called to the Foreign Office today where he 
saw Mr Derek Thomas, a deputy under secretary. He was told Capt Los should leave 

the country within seven days. If Mr Grigorov was still in the country in seven days, 
appropriate measures would be taken against him. 


In a statement, the Foreign Office said that any retaliatory action by the Soviet 
authorities would be “entirely without justification". A spokesman said: “The Soviet 
authorities know that the British Government would take an extremely serious view of 
any attempt to retaliate.” 


The Foreign Office would give no indication of the activities the two men were alleged 
to have engaged in or whether they were acting together. The Foreign Office statement 
said: “The ambassador was also told that as the foreign secretary has made clear, he 
wished to improve our bilateral relations and expand contacts with the Soviet Union. 
Our policy is and remains serious and realistic but vigilant in the search for ereater 
mutual security and confidence. The implication of this is clearly that while we wish 
to see an improvement in our relations, this does not mean any relaxation of our 
policy on the sort of activities in which Capt Los and Mr Grigorov have engaged.” 


The Foreign Office did not accept reports that informal approaches had been made to 
the Soviet Union to withdraw the two officials privately in the interests of better 
Anglo-Soviet relations. The spokesman said the ambassador's call today was the first 
approach to the Soviet Union to withdraw the two men. 


The last Soviet official to be expelled from Britain was First Secretary Mr Arkadi 
Gouk last May. In retaliation the Soviets expelled Mr John Burnett, a first secretary 
at the British Embassy in Moscow. 


Observers saw today's decision as confronting Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe with 

an uncomfortable dilemma. Only last week Sir Geoffrey toured three major East European 
countries to become the first British foreign secretary in office to visit all the 
countries of the Warsaw Pact. Only two days ago PRAVDA, the Soviet newspaper, pub! ished 
a glowing article praising the improved relations between Britain and the Soviet Union. 


The Foreign Office said the ceiling on the number of Soviet staff at the embassy would 
be reduced by one to 42. The ceiling on the number of Soviets in ancillary organiza- 
tions covering fields such as trade, tourism and airlines, would also be reduced by om 
to 104. This means the officials expelled today cannot be replaced. Staff at 
Aeroflot's London office said the news concerning Mr Grigorov had come as a complet: 
shock. 
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LADHAS C NDEMNS LEAFLETS ATTACKING LEGISLATURE 





NC191508 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1400 GMI 18 Apr 85 


[Text] House of Representatives President Yeoryios Ladhas has condemned the leaflets 
distributed by the Union of Paphos Fighters and the Pan-Cypriot National People's 
Liberation Front. According to his statement, the pamphlets’ authors rebuke the House 
of Representatives by de.cribing its decisions as treasonous. 


In his statement, Yeoryios Ladhas noted: We condemn any attempt to degrade, defy, or 

defame the state's legislative authority and the House of Representatives as an insti- 
tution. Ladhas also condemned attacks on political leaders, as well as the insulting 

language used in those attacks. 


The president of the House of Representatives also pointed out that in these trying 
times for the country, organizations and individuals should display the necessary self- 
control. This will prevent the further aggravation of any political confrontation. 
Such a political confrontation weakens our home front and our negotiating position in 
the search for a just and viable solution to the Cyprus issue. 


ERTEKUN DECRIES IAKOVOU ‘ALLEGATIONS’ ON TALKS 





TA1L81800 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1630 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Text] Necati Munir Ertekun, the foreign affairs and defense minister of the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus, has said that efforts by Greek Cypriot Foreign Minister 
Yeoryios Lakovou to blame the Turkish side for the failure of the Cypriot intercommunal 
talks are not beneficial for attempts being made for an early and just solution of the 
Cyprus problem. 


Ertekun added that Lakovou's unfounded allegations, which are based on lies, were an 
indication of the guilt complex of the Greek Cypriot side which had led the talks to 
failure. This, he said, was confirmed by impartial observers as well as the mijority 
of the Greek Cypriot House of Representatives. He said that the reaction of t!« House 
against Kiprianou for undermining the New York summit talks and for stalling tie UN 
secretary general's effwrts was another indication of this fact. 
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AUSTRIA 


PRC MILITARY DELEGATION TO BEGIN 2 WEEK VISIT 





AU180929 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 18 Apr 85 p 2 


[Text] A high-ranking five-member PRC military delegation, headed by Liu Mingpu,, 
deputy chief of the Logistics Main Administration of the Chinese People's 
Liberation Army [name and title as published], is due to arrive today for a 2-week 
official visit to Austria. It is the first visit of this kind during the Second 
Republic. 


ITALY 


VATICAN DENIES BACKING U.S. C. AMERICA POLICY 





AU181436 Paris AFP in English 1431 GMT 18 Apr 85 


[Text] Vatican City, April 18 (AFP) — Vatican spokesman Joachim Navarro today denied 
a statement by U.S. President Ronald Reagan that he had received a verbal message 
from Pope John Paul II expressing support for U.S. policy inCentral America. 


Mr. Reagan told U.S. religious leaders Tuesday that he had received a message from 

the people encouraging his Central American policy, and observers in Washington believed 
it had been relayed by Republican Senator Robert Dole of Kansas who met here Saturday 
with John Paul II. Mr. Dole had handed the pontiff a personal letter from Mr. Reagan 
dealing with U.S. policy in Central America and the current Soviet-U.S. disarmament 
talks in Geneva. 


Mr. Navarro said there had been “no message from the pope” other than an address before 
Mr. Dole and the U.S. Senate delegation accompanying him. 


Explaining the Vatican stand on mainly Catholic Central America, the spokesman recalled 
that Mr. Reagan had proposed a truce in Nicaragua on April 4, offering to temporarily 
halt U.S. aid to anti-government forces in exchange for a dialogue between the Sandinista 
administration and anti-Sandinista rebels. 


"John Paul II was informed (of the U.S. proposal) several hours before it was made 
by a personal letter from the president,” Mr. Navarro said. "U.S. National Security 
Adviser Robert MacFarlane later telephoned Vatican Secretary of State Agostino 
Cardinal Casaroli." 


As a result, the spokesman said, the Vatican had immediately contacted the Nicaraguan 
Episcopal Conference, which in turn reiterated its March 22 decision to mediate between 
the country's rival factions, noting that this "should not be interpreted as a political 
stand favoring any particular party or ideology." 
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